STATE OF INDIANA

INDIANA UTILITY REGULATORY COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER PETITION OF INDIANA )

BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY, INCORPORATED, )

D/B/A AMERITECH INDIANA PURSUANT TO ) CAUSE NO. 41657
I.C. 8-1-2-61 FOR A THREE-PHASE PROCESS FOR )

COMMISSION REVIEW OF VARIOUS
SUBMISSIONS OF AMERITECH INDIANA TO
SHOW COMPLIANCE WITH SECTION 271(C) OF
THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996

and

IN THE MATTER OF THE COMMISSION'S

GENERIC INVESTIGATION OF INCUMBENT
LOCAL EXCHANGE CARRIER'S PROVISION
OF OPERATING SUPPORT SYSTEMS ("'OSS")

CAUSE NO. 41324

S N N Name’

AT&T’S COMMENTS

AT&T Communications of Indiana, Inc. (“AT&T”), on behalf of itself and its affiliate
TCG Indianapolis, hereby submits the following responses to the questions posed by the Indiana
Utility Regulatory Commission (“Commission”) in its May 26, 2000 Docket Entry made in these

Causes.

Question #1: Should The Commission Transfer to Cause No. 41657 Consideration Of The
Ameritech Indiana Baseline OSS Performance Measurements Which Are Being Developed
in Phase 2 of Cause No. 41324?

Ameritech Indiana’s obligation to provide non-discriminatory access to its OSS is not
conditioned on a 271 application. Ameritech Indiana’s obligation to interconnect with

competitors without discrimination arises out of Section 251(c)(2) of the Telecommunications




Act of 1996 (“Act”).! Section 251 addresses interconnection obligations. Section 271 of the
Act, however, provides the prerequisites that need to be met in order for Ameritech Indiana and
other Regional Bell Operating Companies to provide in-region interLATA telephone services.
While Section 271(c)(2)(i) incorporates Section 251(c)(2)’s interconnection obligations, the
interconnection obligations are in effect prior to any Section 271 application being filed. In ofher
words, Ameritech Indiana today has to provide nondiscriminatory interconnection to
competitive local exchange carriers, regardless of its Section 271 aspirations.

Transferring the issue of the proper OSS performance measurements for Ameritech
Indiana from Cause No. 41324 to Cause No. 41657 may be appropriate as long as it does not
result in any delay in addressing this vital competitive issue. Ameritech Indiana’s preexisting
obligations to implement the necessary performance measurements to determine if its OSS can
support broad competitive entry in Indiana should not, however, be transferred to Cause
No. 41657 if it means competition is delayed.

AT&T does not oppose the idea of addressing performance measurements in an efficient
manner. AT&T fully supports the need to examine performance measurements and associated
issues like remedy plans in only one case. In order for Cause No. 41657 to obtain the benefits of
Cause No. 41324, AT&T recommends that the Commission, in Cause No. 41657, take
administrative notice of the evidence presented so far in Cause No. 41324.

Given the significant resources likely to be devoted to further negotiations, and the
ongoing nature of similar negotiations between ILECs and CLECs in numerous other states,
AT&T agrees with Sprint, Time Warner and McLeod USA that the limited resources of all
parties would be applied more efficiently by addressing performance measurement negotiations

with the Indiana ILECs on a serial, rather than parallel, basis. Substantial efficiencies could be

! See, 47 U.S.C. §251(c)(2)(1996).
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gained by drawing on the work product of performance measurement negotiations in other states,
especially those in which partial or substantial agreement had been reached.

In order to facilitate the overall performance measurement initiative, as well as to use the
limited resources of the various parties including Ameritech Indiana, CLECs and the commission
staffs more efficiently, AT&T, like sprint, Time Warner and McLeod USA, believes that the |
technical portion of performance measurements should be addressed in regional technical
workshops. Pseudo-regional technical workshops (with individual measurements divided-up)
are already underway in Illinois and Ohio. The sole purpose of the regional technical workshop
would be to complete a comprehensive measurement-by-measurement review, identifying the
areas where agreement can be reached and where agreement cannot be reached. The
Commission will not relinquish any authority over the process, and all unresolved issues,
including development of an Indiana-specific remedy plan, will be brought before the

Commission for resolution.

Question #2: In Addition To Carrier-To-Carrier Performance Measures, Are There Any
Other Issues That Are Currently Being Discussed In Phase 2 Of Cause No. 41324 Which
Should Be Transferred To Cause No. 41657?

The remaining outstanding issues identified in the Status Report following the
March 13-14 workshops should remain in Cause No. 41324 if transferring them could lead to

delay.

Question #3: If The Commission Transfers Ameritech Indiana To Cause No. 41657, What
Impact, If Any, Will This Have On Cause No. 41324?

As stated above, AT&T recommends against this course of action. If, however, the

Commission decides to transfer Ameritech Indiana’s OSS and performance measurements issues
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to Cause No. 41657, AT&T agrees with Sprint, Time Warner and McLeod USA that the
Commission stay Phase 2 of Cause 41324 regarding Sprint and GTE until such time as a CLEC
desires to reconvene the discussions. Both companies have been reporting performance
measurements results since June, 1999, pursuant to the Commissions May 21, 1999 Order and
both companies have committed to full comprehensive performance measurement reporting a§

part of the stipulated interim agreement that was approved by the Commission on February 16,

2000.

Question #4: If the Commission Transfers Consideration Of The OSS Performance
Measures From Cause No. 41324 to Cause No. 41657, Would It Be Possible For The

Commission To Consider OSS Cost-Recovery For Ameritech Indiana in Phase 3 of Cause
No. 41324?

OSS cost recovery — the extent that the issue even exists anymore’ -- would be better
addressed as part of company’s individual unbundled network element ("UNE") cost

proceedings.

Respectfully submitted,

AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF INDIANA, INC.

Lty QUL

‘Michéel J. Huston/ #7855-29
BAKER & DANIELS
300 North Meridian Street; Suite 2700
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204
(317) 237-0300

and

? 1t is the understanding of AT&T, based upon extensive collaboratives addressing OSS third party testing held in
other states, that Ameritech is not seeking any reimbursement of its costs. The issue, then, is likely moot in Indiana.
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Douglas W. Trabaris

Senior Attorney

AT&T Corp.

222 West Adams, 15" Floor
Chicago, Illinois 60606
(312) 230-2561

Attorneys for AT&T Communications of Indiana, Inc. and
TCG Indianapolis

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that on June 8, 2000, copies of the foregoing were mailed by

first-class United States mail, postage prepaid, addressed to:

Karol H. Krohn

Office of Utility Consumer Counselor
Indiana Government Center North

100 North Senate Avenue; Room N501
Indianapolis, IN 46204

Sue Stemen

Ameritech Indiana

240 North Meridian Street; Room 1826
Indianapolis, IN 46204

William Powers
111 Monument Circle, Suite 302
Indianapolis, IN 46204

Charles R. Mercer

United Telephone Co. of Indiana
One North Capitol Avenue; Suite 540
Indianapolis, IN 46204

Dale E. Sporleder, Esq.

GTE Regulatory & Governmental
Affairs

One North Capitol Avenue; Suite 515
Indianapolis, IN 46204
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Robert Johnson

Bose McKinney & Evans
2700 First Indiana Plaza
135 N. Pennsylvania Street
Indianapolis, IN 46204

Pamela H. Sherwood

Sommer & Barnard

4000 Bank One Tower

111 Monument Circle; Suite 4000
Indianapolis, IN 46204

Richard E. Aikman, Jr.

Stewart & Irwin

Two Market Square Center

251 East Ohio Street; Suite 1100
Indianapolis, IN 46204

John Kemn
2300 N. Barrington Road; Suite 400
Hoffman Estates, IL 60195

Frank Darr

National Regulatory Research Institute
1080 Carmack Road

Columbus, OH 43210




Jack R. Boheim Joseph R. Stewart

President Sprint
MTG Consulting 50 W. Broad Street; Suite 3600
P.O. Box 2448 Columbus, OH 43215
Mendocino, CA 95460
Ellyn Elise Crutcher
Teresa E. Morton Associate General Counsel
Bames & Thornburg McLeod USA Telecommunications
1313 Merchants Bank Building Services, Inc.
11 South Meridian Street 121 South 17" Street
Indianapolis, IN 46204-3556 Mattoon, IL 61920
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Mlchael J. Hustoh
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